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Non-Final Office Action 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1 , 3-6, and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Colligan et al., U.S. Patent 6,298,443 B1. 

Referring to claim 1 : 

a. In column 2, lines 35-40, Colligan et al. disclose problems that occur in a 
hard disk such as corruption of files, change of operating system, a bad factory 
software download, and a malfunction of the hard drive. It would be inherent to 
the system of Colligan et al. to have an application program containing an error 
checking algorithm in the electronic device; starting the application program to 
access the application data; executing the error checking algorithm to check for 
errors in the application data. 

b. In column 9, lines 14-18, Colligan et al. disclose that the restoration 
program clears the hard disk drive b formatting the hard drive to erase possibly 
corrupted data, insure proper operation of the drive, and eliminate any viruses 
that may have infected the drive (and erasing the application data if the error 
checking algorithm detects an error In the application data). 
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Referring to claim 3, in column 9, lines 33-38, Colligan et al. disclose that 
following the second reboot operation, the computer is in the identical condition of the 
computer at the original delivery (wherein the section of the memory is reset to an initial 
status after the application data is erased from the section of the memory). 

Referring to claim 4, in column 9, line 33, Colligan et al. disclose rebooting the 
computer after erasing the hard disk drive (wherein the electronic device is restarted 
after the application data is erased). 

Referring to claim 5, in column 2, lines 35-40, Colligan et al. disclose problems 
that occur in a hard disk such as corruption of files, change of operating system, a bad 
factory software download (wherein the error checking algorithm determines the error in 
the application data to be a logical error). 

Referring to claim 6, in column 9, lines 6-10, Colligan et al. disclose a hard disk 
drive (wherein the memory is a nonvolatile memory). 

Referring to claim 10, in column 4, lines 62-65, Colligan et al. disclose that the 
electronic device is a computer. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 7-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Colligan et al.. U.S. Patent 6.298,443 B1. 

Referring to claim 7, in column 9, lines 6-10, Colligan et al. disclose a hard disk 
drive. However, Colligan et al. don't explicitly disclose that the memory is a flash 
memory. The Examiner takes Official Notice that a flash memory is well known and to 
implement a non-volatile device such as a hard disk drive with a flash memory is well 
known. Examples of this include memories in PDA's, cell phones, digital cameras and 
other devices that are too small to hold a hard disk drive but require a non-volatile 
memory. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill at the time of the invention 
to use a flash memory in the system of Colligan et al. A person of ordinary skill in the 
art would have been motivated to make the modification because a hard disk drive is 
not always practical especially in small devices. Further, storing and erasing of data is 
part of a flash memory just as much as a hard disk drive. To use a method for a hard 
disk drive with a flash memory requires nothing more than simple engineering and 
components. 

Referring to claims 8 and 9, in column 4, lines 62-65, Colligan et al. disclose that 
the electronic device is a computer. However, Colligan et al. don't explicitly disclose a 
mobile phone or a personal digital assistant (PDA). The Examiner takes Official Notice 
that is well known to have computers or at least a processor and storage device in 
many different components. Examples include cars, kitchen appliances, large 
appliances, televisions, cell phones, and PDA's. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill at the time of the invention to computer system of Colligan et al. In a 
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cellular phone or a PDA. A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to make the modification because as mentioned above these devices contain at least a 
processor and a memory. It would be obvious to extend a method for a computer 
system to these types of systems. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claim 2 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The cited prior art is related to detecting corrupted data and 
erasing a storage in response. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael C. Maskulinski whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-3649. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert W. Beausoliel can be reached on (571) 272-3645. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Sen/ice Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Michael C Maskulinski 

Examiner 
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